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EXCOMMUNICATION 


OF DEACON HEART. 
(Continued from p. 59.) 
APPENDIX. * 
Containing a .Varrative, &c. 

Soon after, the following letter of adimonition 
was transmitted to me. 

Dear Sir—I have to inform you, that at a church 
meeting, convened at Brother Richard Porter's, on 
Saturday before the last Sabbath in October last, 
it was voted, that, “ whereas Brother Deacon Samuel 
Heart, hath publicly professed the doctrine of Uni- 
versal Salvation, or that the whole intelligent sys- 
tem will be finally restored to the divine favour, 
in a voluntary subjection to the government of God ; 
which, in the opinion of this church, is contrary to 
the word of God contained in the Bible, which we 
profess to be the only rule of faith and manners.” 
The Church also, by their vote, appointed me to 
write to you, Sir, a letter of admonition. 

In obedience to the church, and in their name, 
you, Dear Sir, are hereby admonished of your dan- 
gerous error aforesaid ; and entreated, and exhort- 
ed to renounce the same; which is so contrary to 
the whole tenour of scripture, particularly to the 
following passages, which you are requested to ex- 
amine and consider. Matt. xviii. 8. chap. xxv. 
41, verse 46. 2 Thes. i. 9. 2 Peter ii. 17. Jude 13. 
Rev. xiv 10, 11. gs xix. 3. chap. xx. 10. Matt. 
xii. 81. 32. Mark iii. 29. Luke xii. 10. And, as 
Doctor Edwards Pho * So long as the gospel 
rejects every idea of the salvation of men, without 
forgiveness, so long will these last texts confutathe 
salvation of allmen. 1 John v.16. Heb. vi. 4, 6. 
chap. x. 26, 27. Matt. xxvi. 24. Mark xiv. 21 
Luke vi. 24. Psa. xvii. 14. Luke xvi. 25. Mark ix. 
43—49. Matt. iii. 12. John iii. 36.” And many 
more you are requested to attend to, which are to 
the same import. Dear Sir, as we have attended so 
much to the dispute already, it will be needless now 
to attend to the arguments to defend the doctrine of 
the endless punishment of the wicked. But pray 
you to lay by, for a few moments, your attachment 
to the doctrine of Universal Salvation, and con- 
sider, whether it is not probable that you are wrong, 
and if you are wrong, I dare say your good sense 
will be sufficient to suggest to you the pernicious 
consequences of defending an error, which may be 
fatal to the souls of many. 

Signed by order, and in behalf of the Baptist 
Church of Christ in Farmington. 

Carvin Huxperr, Pastor and Committee. 
Berlin, December 10, 1792. 





N. B. This admonition to continue, unless its 
end be effected sooner, until the first Sabbath in 
January next, at which time a church meeting will 
be held at Brother Porter's, 

Deacon Samucy Heart. 

To the foregoing letter of admonition, I made to 
the church, the following reply. 

To the Baptist Church of Christ, in Farmington. 

Dear Brethren—1 have received your letter of 
admonition, by Elder Hulbert, in which, after point- 
ing me to a number of passages of scripture, which, 
according to the construction you put upon them, 
undoubtedly disprove the doctrine of Universal 
Salvation, you observe, “As we have attended so 
rich tothe dispute already, it will be needless now 
to attend to the arguments to defend the doctrine of 
the endless punishment of the wicked.” 

It seems by this declaration, that you suppose the 
matter in dispute between us, and the arguments I 
have advanced to support the doctrine of Universal 
salvation, have been sufficiently attended to; and 
those arguments fairly answered, and confuted.— 
Were I convinced that this was, in fact, the case, I 
think I should be as ready to renounce the senti- 
meat, as I ever was to profess it. 

I hope I feel no disposition to treat your friendly 
admonition with a criminal! contempt. I do not 
scruple your good will, and desire for my good ; 
and that it is a real belief that I have imbibed a 
dangerous error, which has induced you to proceed 
as you have done, in your labours with me.  [vot- 
withstanding, I am not, by any means, yet convin- 
ced that the arguments I have produced, either 
from reason or scripture, in favour of the doctrine 
of the salvation of all men, and the complete resto- 
ration of the whole intelligent system, have been 
thoroughly attended to, and fairly answered, and 
set aside. What have you done, in order thus to 
convince me? Have you so much as undertaken to 
answer my arguments, previous to your applying to 
the Association for their opinion ? Was it not, pro- 
fessedly, because you were at a loss what you ought 
to do in the matter, that you did apply io them? 
Did you not appoint me as one of the church’s del- 
egates, with this view, that I should attend the As- 
sociation, in order that I might have an opportu- 
nity to lay before them those arguments, which you 
professed not to be able to answer ; that they might 
communicate their light upon the subject? What 
have the Association done to convince me of heresy ? 
Had they been a court of infallibility, it is tue I 
was convicted.—Can you imagine that so venera- 
ble a Council, as the Danbury Association, deter- 
mining the doctrine of Universal Salvation, to be 
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heresy, when they refused to pay any attention to, 
or so much as hear the arguments I had to offer, in 
support of it, is sufficient to determine you to deal 
with me as a heretic ? 

I do not dispute your right of judging for your- 
selves, with regard to the truth, or falsehood of 
opinions; neither do I disclaim your jurisdiction 
over me, as a member of your body. Tam willing 
to submit to your discipline ; and esteem it a privi- 
lege to be under the watch and care of the church. 
At the same time, [ claim an equal right with vou, 
of judging and determining for myself in matters of 
religion. And as you, my brethren, are not invest- 
ed with infallibility, nor claim to be, [think you 
cannot reasonably expect, or even desire me to re- 
linquish a principle [ have adopted upon long and 
deliberate examination, without having those argue 
ments, Which (as they appear to me unanswerable) 
have induced we to profess, and endeavour to main- 
tain it, thoroughly examined, and their absurdity 
and inconclusiveness fairly pointed out. 

T make no pretensions to infallibility myself. I 
know I am as liable to err in my speculations, as 
others. Nor do I pretend but that it is possible my 
mind may be involved in a cloud of misapprehen- 
sion, with regard to the doctrine of Universal Salva- 
tion. For which reason I desire to lay myself open 
to conviction. I wish to have the subject thoroughly 
canvassed; and the controversy decided (if it can be) 
upon the broad basis of reason and Divine revela- 
tion. I request you, candidly to review your pro- 
ceedings in the matter, from the first commence- 
ment of your labour with me: and if you think, on 
the whole, that vou have sufficiently attended to the 
subject, to determine the doctrine I profess to be- 
lieve, to be heresy, I conclude 1 may expect, after 
your first, your second admonition ; and then to be 
rejected. But if, on the other hand, you shall think 
it incumbent on you to pay any further attention to 
the subject, I hope you will proceed in the spirit of 
meckness; and if I am in the wrong, perhaps I 
may yet be convinced of it. 

As I have heretofore exhibited to the church 
some of the most weighty reasons for the support of 
my sentiments, which were so little noticed by 
them, and as the Association absolutely refused to 
hear any thing I had to offer, in the vindication of 
what I believe to be the truth, I shall not attempt, 
at present, to offer any arguments upon the subject, 
but leave it with you to do that respecting me in 
this affair, which you can answer to God and your 
own consciences, 

‘At the same time, suffer me, my dear brethren, to 
admonish you to be cautious, lest in your great zeal 
to suppress error, you condemn, as heresy, an im- 
portant truth—the grand theme of the Gospel, in 
which life and immortality were brought to light, 
and God, in Christ, declared to be reconciling the 
world to himself. 

I add no more, but that I am your sincere Friend 
and Brother in the Lord. S. H. 

On hearing my reply, the church agreed to wait 
until the next general meeting; hoping, by that 
time, their admonition might have a salutary opera- 








tion, and produce the desired effect. But, as I still 
retained, and was more and more coufirmed in the 
sentiment, the church, at their next general meet- 

ing, Which was on Saturday before the first Sabbath 

im January following, appointed Mr. Abraham 

Clark, a brother in the church, and a zealous advo- 

cate for endless punisliment, to write me a second 

letter of admonition. 

A few days before the next church meeting, Mr. 
Clark, having, pursuant to the church’s appoint- 
ment, completed their second letter of admonition, 
which was comprised in a Folio Volume of fourteen 
pages, made me a friendly visit, bringing bis prolix 
production with him. As this second letter of ad- 
monition would swell this narrative to an enormous 
size, L hope I shall not be accused of partiality for 
not inserting it, provided [ give a just summary of 
the arguments contained in it, in my reply, which I 
made to the church ; which was as follows : 

Dear Brethren—\ have received, by the hand of 
brother Abraham Clark, your second letter of ad- 
monition; inthe beginning of which [ am charged 
with holding “That al! the race of mankind that 
will be sent to hell, and all the devils, in the infer- 
nal lake that burns with fire and brimstone, wil! fi- 
nally be delivered trom hell, and taken to heaven, 
by the benevolence of God; without showing to 
the church one testimony of God for the same.” 

This appears to me a very unfair, if not absolutely 
a false represention of the matter; for F did repeat 
edly point the church to a number of passages of 
scripture, which T then thought, and still believe, 
express!y assert the final restitution of all things ; 
when the whole intelligent system = shall be re- 
stored to a state of happiness, in subjection to the 
moral government of God. 

What would you think, my brethren, if T should 
accuse you, of holding that “ God will make multi 
tudes of his rational creatures the objects of his 
implacable and inexorable wrath and vengeance, 
consigning them over to a state of intolerable and 
interminable misery ; without showing me one tes- 
timony of God for the same 7” You would doubtless 
say, my accusation was false, for that you had re- 
fered me to a great many texts of scripture, which 
expressly asserted the endless duration of the mis- 
ery of the wicked. 

The truth of the matter is, that, on both sides, 
we imagine our sentiments are supported by the in- 
fallible testimony of scripture. The important 
question is, Whether we truly understand what the 
intent and meaning of the passages are, on which 
we ground our belief, and to which we endeavour to 
make all conform that has the appearance of a dif-’ 
ferent meaning? Although your letter is very 
lengthy, I think the arguments contained in it may 
be reduced to this, viz. “ That those texts of scrip- 
ture that speak of the future punishment of the 
wicked, plainly contradict the doctrine of Universat 
Salvation. That to deny the endless punishment 
of the wicked, is to deny the truth of Christ’s words 
where he says, “into the fire that never shall be 
quenched. And the judge deliver thee to the officer, 
and the officer cast thee igto prison: I tell thee, 
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thou shalt not depart thence, till thou hast paid the 
very last mite.—These shall go away into everlast- 
ing | unishment.” &e. 

It would be entering into too large a field, to un- 
dertake to remark particularly upon all the passa- 
ges mentioned in your letter. I shall therefore only 
observe in general, that where the literal sense of 
any text is inconsistent with the dictates of right 
reason, the known and allowed perfections of God, 
or the general scope and design of revelation, in that 
case we are not to understand it in the literal sense. 
And if this be admitted as a rule, I think there is no 
difficulty in answering every thing in your letter, 
which has the appearance of argument against the 
restitution of all things. 

But whether it is you, or I, that have a wrong un- 
derstanding of the sense and meaning of the scrip- 
ture respecting this matter, must it be the occasion 
of dissolving our fellowship? This I confess is a 
sore trialto me. Suppose, my brethren, Tam in an 
error in respect to this doctrine, can you not impute 
it to the weakness of my understanding ? Or must 
you conclude that my mistake originates from a 
temper of mind opposed to the gospel? You will 
not surely pretend, that yourselves are not liable to 
inisapprehend the true meaning of many places of 
scripture. And is it not possible you may be mis- 
tgken in your confident belief of the endless misery 

of your fellow creatures? Tam sure, if you possess 
a principle of universal benevolence, you cannot 
but wish for the happiness of all, in case it is possi- 
ble. And how do you know that it is impossible 
for God to eifect it? Are you certain that he will 
always chide with the wicked, and retain his anger 
forever? Are they not the souls which which he 
has made? And must not their spirit fail before 
him? Will he utterly forsake the work of his own 
hands? Nay, which is far more than merely to for- 
sake them, for then they must cease to exist, and fall 
a prey to annihilation; will he eternally exert his 
almighty power, to uphold them in a miserable ex- 
istence ? Can you forbear to wish that a period may 
come, when all rational beings shall be made holy 
and happy? And how do you know but those pas- 
sages of scripture that speak of the restitution of all 
things, Of all things being gathered together in one 
in Christ—Of all God's enemies being subdued— 
Death itself destroyed, and God becoming all, in 
all, have respect to such a period ? 

I do not pretend but that possibly I may be mis- 
taken. But can you not suppose it possible I may 
be in the right? If, in fact, I am in the wrong, will 
it be inconsistent with the rules of the gospel, for 
you to bear with it, as my infirmity and weakness ? 
And if I am in the right, and you exclude me fiom 
your fellowship, as a heretic, on that account, you 
must answer yourselves.—A Jate ingenious author 
observes: 

“Let every man be fully persuaded in his own 
mind, is an apostolic direction. This is the un- 
alienable right and duty of every christian, Cer- 
tainly then, they may be differently persuaded. 
Notwithstanding, they ought to keep the unity of 
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if they are meek and lowly, and possess christian 
charity. The unity of the spirit, therefore, doth 
not mean unity of opinion. Religion is a reason- 
able service. It is founded in personal persuasion. 
Our own opinion, and not anothers, must govern 
vur profession and actions. This is the equal and 
common privilege of all christians: and the exer- 
cise of it should not destroy, nor impair christian 
charity. 

“May not, even good men differ in some points 
which they respectively judge important? And 
may they not agree, at the same time, in the spirit 
of the gospel ? Zeal is a christian grace, but if it be 
not according to knowledge, we may be found even 
to fight against God, while we think we do him 
service.” 

Since you have proceeded so far in your dealing 
with me, Ido not know as I have the least ground 
to expect to escape your final censure. I wish how- 
ever, you would not proceed hastily to take the last 
step. As I wish to discharge my duty faithfully to 
you, suffer me, dear brethren, to repeat the admo- 
nition I gave you, in my answer to your first letter, 
“To be cautious, lest your zeal to suppress error, 
lead you to condemn, as heresy, an important truth 
brought to light in the gospel, which contains “ glad 
tidings of great joy, which shall be to all people.” 

Had I time, I should be glad to make some re- 
marks upon sundry passages in your letter, which 
appear to me to savour more of a harsh and censo- 
rious, than of a charitable, catholic spirit. The 
following passage I will not say, contains a reflec- 
tion that I do not deserve. I have reason to lament 
my great want of a meek and humble temper; and 
that I am no more at the feet of Christ, and at the 
feet of my brethren. But pray, my dear brethren, 
why should my believing that the infinite goodness 
of God will finally conquer sin, and bring all his ra- 
tional creatures to a voluntary subjection to his mo- 
ral government, occasion you to admonish me in 
such terms as follows ? 

“If you can believe your own words, contrary to 
the words of Christ, and cannot believe the words 
of truth spoke by Christ, is not this come to pass 
because you are not at the feet of Jesus, clothed, and 
in your right mind? This we conclude is the dis- 
temper of your mind, and will be, as long as your 
mind remains in the same opposition against the 
mind of Christ.” 

If you, my brethren, are at the feet of Christ, in 
possession of the meek, humble and teachable spirit 
of the gospel, in proportion as you are so, | know 
you are happy. And there, it is my heart’s desie 
and prayer that I may meet you. 

Samvet Heart. 
March 2d, 1793. 
The Baptist Church in Farmington. 
When I had exhibited the foregoing reply, to 
their second letter of admonition, the church agreed 
to suspend the matter: concluding that the gospey 
rule prefixt no certain time, how long they might 
wait befure the last step was taken. On the whole, 
it was concluded to postpone the matter (holding 





the spirit, in the bond of peace. This they will de, 





me under admonition) until the next annual meet- 
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ing of the Association. As I constantly attended 
the meetings of the church, during this interim, 
the matter was more or less discoursed of at every 
meeting. And I can truly say, the tender regard 
which the brethren of the church have, in general, 
ynanifested for me, during the course of their deal- 
ing with me in this affair, gives me reason to be- 
lieve they have acted conscientiously ; and that has 
endeared them to me. 

(To be continued.) 


_—j>— - 
CALVINISM UNMASKED. 


Or, Calvinistic principles of Justice, as attributed 
to God, for the foundation of His Covenant 
with Christ, relative to the Atonement for sin, 
and man’s redemption from it, eramined, and 
proved to be Unjust. 

(Continued from page 63.) 

Althongh we have adduced testimony quite suf- 
ficient to show the wicked absurdity of the Calvin- 
ists’ account of the covenant, we conceive it to be 
proper to explain, for the benefit of the untutored 
mind, the Scripture phraseology more fully. 

There is no subject better illustrated by common 
acts and figures, than the Scripture signification of 
the term covenant. A reference to Jere. xxxi. and 
Heb. viii. will be sufficient to show, that fico cove- 
nants, or testamentary manifestations of God’s pur- 
pose toward man, His efspring, have been used as 
the means by which the Great Father will justify 
his ways to his creatures. The illustration we al- 
lude to, is found in the testamentary bequests of 
men, who settle their possessions upalienably upon 
their posterity. The last will and testament of a 
man, is final; his demise proving the fact, and rend- 
ering his willunchangeable. This will or covenant, is 
of grace or favour, an expression of the affection of 
the testator. There may have existed a first cove- 
nant or testament, and before the death of the testa- 
tor, this first testament was of works; so much so, 
that every section and codicil was written with a 
reference to the merits of the parties. This will 
may be set aside, a second made, and the death of 
the father, secures to his heirs his possessions. The 
first covenant, the law, the people break. Although 
God was a Father unto them, they did not know it. 
This law, or covenant, was a shadow, and but 
feebiy expressed the purpose of God. God’s pur- 
pose is to make man periect. But “the law made 
nothing perfect.” Then Christ is given “ a covenant 
of the people, a light of the Gentiles.” The con- 
trast between the first and second covenants, is as 
light ond shade. A shadow obscures, and light 
dissipates the gloom. Therefore, Christ is spoken of 
as a light, to enlighten the Gentiles; who are repre- 
sented as sitting in Garkness, and seeing a great 
light when Chiist is made manifest. Thus the 
second covenant is the expression of God’s will to- 
wards his offspring. The great light shines, and 
man beholds the countenance of his Father God! 
How beautiful are the figures! Christ, the great 
light, is given to those who sitin darkness! It is 





declared of those who are in darkness, that they 


know not whither they go. But when the lighf 
shines, the scales fall from their eyes; their eyes are 
opened, they are no longer in prison, but know, that 
they go to their Father’s house, where there are 
thany mansions. 

In addition to the consolations which arise from a 
consideration of the nature of Christ, the covenant, 
or testamentary bequest of the Great Father of man- 
kind, is that of the certainty of its extent. Those 
who are to be blessed by participating in the gra- 
cious gift of God, are the blind, those that sit in 
darkness, and the prisoner. And it is evident that all 
men are thus characterized, from the phraseology 
of the inspired writer, whom God uses to promul- 
gate His decree; (Psalm ii.) saying, “the heathen, 
the uttermost parts of the earth” are Christ’s inheri- 
tance and possession. It is lamentable that men 
can be found, who, Jacob-like, will lie to their 
father; and, worse than Jacob did, strive to defraud 
their brethren of their birthright, without giving 
them so much as a mess of poltage! And others, 
who go up and down in the world, Devil-like, de- 
vouring the hopes of mankind, and striving to per- 
suade them that God is not their Father ; and, also, 
that he has not given Christ, nor will give him, the 
light of men. But perfidiously or ignorantly assert- 
ing, that instead of their sins being forgiven them, 
as the covenant declares, and blotted out, and re- 
membered no more, they shall be held accountable 
for them in another world, and be punished for ever. 

Reader, Do you belong to the heathen; the ut- 
termost parts of the earth? Theu Godl’s decree in- 
cludes you, in the inheritance and possession of his 
Son. Are you blind? Then your eyes shall be 
opened. Do you sit in darkness? The light shall 
enlighten you. Are youin prison? The Deliverer is 
come, and the doors of the prison shall open before 
Him. We entreat you, no longer to listen to the 
lies of the adversary ; no longer to give heed to the 
seductions of the “accuser of the brethren.” Re- 
member the declaration of the servant of Christ, 
“ Now, we brethren, as Isaac was, are the children 
of promise. But as then he that was born after the 
flesh, persecuted him after the Spirit, even sc now.” 
It is the peculiar characteristic of the flesh, (the 
righteous in their own estimation according to the 
shadow,) to persecute. It is the invariable sign of 
all those who are heirs according to the promise of 
God, and are of the Spirit,to breathe peace toall, to 
throw down the weapons of a cruel and unmerciful 
warfare. Like God, in this respect, who “loved 
the world, {all men,] and gave his only begotten 
Son,” they extend their love to all, and include the 
“heathen, the uttermost parts of the earth,” in the 
promise of the Divine blessing. 

There is an absurdity connected with the Calvin- 
ists’ doctrine of election and reprobation, predicated 
on the decree of God, which may justly be charac- 
terized as wicked. Itis this: It is pretended thata 
certain part of mankind, the non-elect, are irrevoca- 
bly consigned to interminable misery ; and will 
continue, through an endless duration, enemies to 
God, and violaters of his law. The decree of God 
will make this certain. This abominable premise 
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has this conclusion, that God’s decree ensures and 
perpetuates the violation of His own law! Then 
God never intended nor desired that the non-elect 
should keep his law ; by loving Him, their Creator, 
and their fellows, or neighbour. We cannot con- 
ceive of au honest man who is in possession of rea- 
son, who can possibly tolerate this wicked doctrine. 
We are strangers to any way in which the law of 
God can be fuliiled, short of every man loving his 
Creator with all his heart, &c. and his neighbour as 
himself, 

God’s covenant, or will, be it what it may, must 
be considered in relation to his decrees. For it can- 
not be supposed that God’s decrees are opposed to 
his will. How proper then, in this stage of the in- 
quiry, is the question, What is the will of God? 
Paul answers this question, in his first epistle to 
Timothy, by affirming that “ God will have all men 
to be saved, and to come unto the knowledge of the 
truth.” Now, is it not outrageously perversive of 
reasou and common sense, to declare that * God 
will have all men to be saved, and to come unto the 
knowledge of the truth,” when the truth, that they 
coime to the knowledge of, is, thatnine out of ten of 
all the human race, shall never be saved ; and that 
God’s will and decree consigns them to interminable 
damnation!!! No hypothesis which the mind of 
man can conceive, can contradict the Scriptures in 
a more palpable manner than the system of Calvin. 

We appeal to the conscience of the reader, and 
ask, If it is the will of God, that all men shall be 
saved, and come to the knowledge of the truth, can 
any man be saved but by coming to the knowledge 
of the truth? When a man comes to the knowledge 
of the truth, must he not come to the knowledge of 
this truth, that God will have all men to be saved ? 
If it is true, that this is God’s will, can a man come 
to the knowledge of the truth, unless he comes to 
this knowledge? These propositions are so plain, 
that he who runs may read. It requires a criminal 
degree of opposition to reason and common sense, 
to reject such self-evident premises and conclusions! 

We now request the reader to consider God’s twill 
in relation to His decrees, and to avoid the tremen- 
dous error which Calvinists have cherished. God’s 
decree gives to Christ, “the heathen, the uttermost 
parts of the earth.” God’s will is, that all men shall 
be saved, &c. What is the relation in the phra- 
seology of the two passages, which speak of God’s 
decree, and God’s will? Are not all men included 
in the heathen and the uttermost parts of the earth ? 
Are not the heathen and the uttermost parts of the 
earth, all men? Has not God decreed to give Christ, 
for an inheritance, and a possession, the all men 
whom he wills to save ? Has not God willed to save 
the heathen, and the uttermost parts of the earth, 
whom in His decree He has given to Christ? Read- 
er, if you have a conscience void of offence toward 
God, and toward man, what will be your answer ? 

(To be continued.) 
onset 
FOR THE GOSPEL HERALD. 

Mr. Editor—A being who acts under the influence 

of a power and disposition delegated to him, can do 





nothing productive of merit. Man is a being who 
acts under the influence of a power and disposition 
delegated to him. Therefore, he can do nothing 
productive of merit. Consequently, he cannot me- 
rit his salvation. Is Christ inferior to God? He is. 
If man be a being whose power is delegated, and 
therefore cannot merit his salvation by any act of 
his, How can Christ, who is also a being of delega- 
ted power, do an act, the merit attached to which 
shall be so great as to procure the salvation of all 
mankind? If aman do good, but can receive 1 
merit from so doing, because the power and dis- 
position to do so were given him, then can no cre- 
ated being receive merit from any act of his, though 
the power and disposition that prompt him to it, be 
given in ever so greata degree. Because, if a man 
receive no merit from an act proportioned to the 
ability and disposition given him, so a superior cre- 
ated being will receive no merit from a superior act, 
which is only proportioned to the ability and dis- 
position given him in a superior degree. How then 
can man obtain salvation, through the merit ot 
Christ? By giving your remarks on the above, you 
will confer a favour on a friend to truth, 
INQUISITOR. 
Southold, Jugust 14, 1824. 
REMARKS. 

We do not conceive a metaphysical disquisition 
necessary, effectually to answer the above inquiry. 
Therefore, we shall only reply, in general terms, 
that if merit is defined aceording to common accep- 
tation, it signifies the award of approbation, for good 
conduct. If the Lord Jesus Christ is the subject, 
contrasted with mankind generally, there is a pecu- 
liar merit justly due him, for an irreproachable life, 
and blameless conduct, above all the children of 
men. 

But our correspondent is more particular in his 
inquiry. He would know, how mankind are ta re- 
ceive salvation through the merit of Christ, on the 
supposition that Christ has done no more than it 
was his duty to do, with the power and advantages 
he possessed ? Answer, We cannot inform our cor 
respondent how mankind are to be saved by, o1 
through the merit of Christ, according to the com- 
mon acceptation of the term. Neither do we be- 
lieve man’s salvation is obtained in this manner. 
But, notwithstanding this, we do believe, and will en- 
deavour to show, that man will be saved throug), 
the merit of Christ, properly considered. We 
read, John v. 22, 23, “ The Father judgeth no man ; 
but hath committed all judgment unto the Son 
that all should honour the Son, even as they honour 
the Father.” The connexion proves that the hon- 
ouring of the Son, is, when those who honour bim 
are made the recipients of salvation. And that the 
judgment was committed unto the Son, that all 
might be saved. (See verse 30, and 1 Tim. ii. 4.) 
Now, if Christ is honoured, as the Father is hon- 
oured, will it not be admitted that the honour is 
justly paid to the Son? Christ declares, “the works 
which the Father hath given me to finish, the same 
works that I do, bear witness of me, that the Father 
hath sent me.” It appears, the works were begun, 
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and then given to the Son fo finish. The Son came 
for the express purpose of saving man, in the ex- 
tensive sense of the term. The Father made man. 
The work was begun. He then sent his Son to 
save man, that is, to finish the works. And we 
are assured, that he will finish it. That man shall 
be worked upon, until he is made incorruptible and 
immortal! Is there any merit in finishing the work 
Which the Father begun ? 

The subject now assumes a different aspect al- 
together. True. For instead of saving man through 
Christ’s merit, Christ’s merit is through the salva- 
tion of man! Meritorious, indeed, are the works, 
which shall confer salvation on a guilty world! 
Surely, the merit of the action is to be awarded 
when the work is done! Not say, that the work is 
done by the merit of the works. 

We will now show, how man is saved through the 
merit of Christ, properly considered. There ave two 
kinds of merit. First: There is the merit of a good 
action. Second: There is the merit of possessing 
the power of doing good. This is the merit that 
saves man. Does Christ possess it? Ask the Fa- 
ther! He has sent him to fintsh the great work 
which He begun, and is the best judge of the abil- 
ity of the workman, whom He has entrusted with 


the job. 
—~—>-— 


WHAT IS TRUTH ? 

Paul says, Gal, tii. 21, “If there had been a law 
given which cauld have given life, verily righteous- 
ness should have been by the law.” A pamphlet, 
purporting to be “Six Sermons on the Law and 
Gospel,” said to have been preached by an Epis- 
copal Clergyman, (now deceased,) from Rom. vi. 
23, contains the error, (as we conceive it to be,) that 
mankind are entitled to eternal hfe on account of 
Christ’s suffering in their stead, and rendering obe- 
dience to the law. ‘The book goes so far as to assert, 
that eternal life is merited by obedience to the law, 
&c. This eternal life is defined to be endless hap- 
piness. And these conclusions, too, when the text 
asserts that eternal life is “the gifteof God.” We 
cannot understand, how eternal life, or any life, is 
the gift of God, and, at the same time, legally due 
the party for his meritorious obedience. Neither 
can we understand, how Paul’s declaration can be 
true, “If there had been a law which could have 
given life, verily righteousness should have been by 
the law,” and life, after all, come by the law; or 
the law give life for obedience to it; as a merito- 
rious demand, a legal requisition. 

We only say, we cannot understand this doctrine ; 
nor reconcile, to our satisfaction, what appears to 
us to be a palpable contradiction. If there are those 
that can, they have clear heads, to which we can 
make no pretensions. One thing appears to us as 
certain, namely—If God has given eternal, o1 any 
life, or any thing else, the thing given was not 
bought by Christ; for the plain reason, that a gift 
and a purchase are two things! On this subject, we 
shall be like Thomas of old; we must see the ergu- 
ments, and put our finger upon the testimony, before 
we shall believe 





THE ART OF PLEASING. 

There has been a great deal said in this world of 
ours, about the art of pleasing the people ; for the 
people are considered to be the dispensers of all 
good. It is certainly very laudable to please the peo- 
ple, and to keep them in good humour with them- 
selves. It is believed to be Scriptural also; which 
gives encouragement to excel in the art of pleasing. 
But there is a very important distinction in the 
Scripture authority, which we are disposed to no- 
tice. Paul says, (Rom. xv. 2.) “ Let every one of 
us please his neighbour for his good to edification.” 
As we understand the passage, unless we can please 
our neighbour for his good, (not our goud,) we had 
better not please him at all. Farther, the good spo- 
ken of, is our neighbours’ edification. We cannot 
help thinking, that the truth, as plain as possible, 
stripped of all human additions, notes, colorings, 
and annotations, is more calculated to please our 
neighbour for his good to edification, than any thing 
dressed and served up to please his prejudices. 

That Paul was in earnest, and determined not to 
sacrifice one iota of truth, whether he pleased o1 
not, we Jearn from Gal. i. 10, where he says, “ Do 
I seek to please men? for if 1 yet pleased men, I 
should not be the servant of Christ.” True, Paul; 
in that case, you would be the servant of men; for 
the plain reason, that Christ is pleased with truth, 
and men with error! Paul farther explains himself 
on this subject, (in Ephes. vi.) by exhorting not to 
be menpleasers ; but, as the servants of Christ, to 
do the will of God from the heart, &c. as to the 
Lord, and not to men. Nothing can be more true 
than the declaration, “The fear of man bringeth a 
snare.” And we are of opinion, that none are so 
blind, as those who are “ blinded by the god of this 
world !” 

Then you don’t care a fig, whether you please 
the people or not! Yes, we do; but it must be for 
their good ; they must be edified by the plain un- 
varnished truth. If we cannot please the people 
this way, we do not care so much as a fig, whether 
we please them or not. 

—g—— 
From the (Boston) Universalist Magazine. 
THE PARSON*® MR. MWCALLA. 

The public attention has, for some time, been ex- 
cited by the movements of this gentleman, in Phil- 
adelphia. We have seen an account of his chal- 
lenging the Parson Mr. Kneeland toa public de- 
bate, on the question whether the doctrine of endless 
misery be true; of Mr. Kneeland’s acceptance ; of 
the debate which was continued from day to day, 
until discontinued by mutual consent. We are fur- 
ther certified by what Mr. Kneeland has since pub- 
lished, that neither he nor his friends were in any 





* To be as good as our word, we have substituted the 
word PARSON for REVEREND, wherever it has oceur- 
red in the Universalist Magazine in the above. Therefore 
those who like the word Reverend, applied to men who 
preach sometimes, can supply it. Those who are satisfied 
with the word Mister, can read it Mr. And those who pre- 
fer the word Parson, have it ready at command. If the 
reader is not accommodated, the fault is not ours. 


U7 See last page. 
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degree convinced that the doctrine of endless mis- 
ery is adoctrine of divine revelation ; but contrary 
to this, we understand that it is their opinion that 
the challenger was never able to substantiate any 
thing which is essential to his doctrine, nor refute 
a single proposition which is necessarily connected 
with the doctrine of Universal Salvation. As much 
as the foregoing is well understood by many. 
When I was at Hartford, Conn. last week, to at- 
tend the dedication of a new Universalist meeting 
house, in that city, and the installation of the Par- 
son Mr. Bisbe, I had the pleasure of seeing, among 
other faithful brethren, the Parson Mr. Mitchell, 
from the city of New-York. He showed me a letter 
which he had recently received, from the Parson 
Mr. M’Calla, of Philadelphia, which informed Mr. 
Mitchell, that Mr. M’Callahad beaten Mr. Knee- 
land off from the strong delusion of Universalism, 
au. that he wished to wait on Mr, Mitchell in New- 
Yors for the purpose of publicly refuting him, and 
of convineing his congregation. When this letter 
was read in Hartford, IT told Mi. Mitchell that it 
confirmed me in the opinion to which I was ineli- 
ved on reading this clergyman’s challenges, which 
were addressed to Mr. Kneeland in Philadelphia; 
which was, that from some cause, the man was not 
exactly in his right mind. I think Mr. Mitchell and 
others, of good judgment, agreed with me on this 


subject. 

The evening that I arrived in Boston, I received 
the following letter, which sufficiently corroborates 
the opinion which I had before formed, of Mr. 
M'Calla’s misfortune. 

LETTER. 
Philadelphia, August 13, 1824. 

Dear Sir—1 have recently had a debate in public 
with Parson Abner Kneeland, and as the public 
generally have concluded, have completely beaten 


my opponent. I am now desirous, Sir, of breaking 
a lance with you upon some other tenet of the Uni- 
versalists, such as may mutually be agreed upon, 
and should Ikke to commence the same in some 
public place in your city, either your house of wor- 
ship or some City Hall as soon as possible.—Will 
you, Sir, favour me with an early reply to this, di- 


rected to No. 69, North 3d street. For my char- 
acter as a man of learning, I refer you to Parson 
Dr. Wilson, and Parson Dr. Ely, whose sanction 
in the present challenge has been obtained in 
writing. 
W. L. M’CALLA. 
REMARKS. 

The reason why I publish this letter and give the 
foregoing information, is by no means, to injure 
Mr. M’Calla, but to prevent, what I am very confi- 
dent would be attempted, if this public notice was 
mot given; viz. insinuations that Mr. Mitchell of 
New-York, and Mr. Ballou of Boston, have neither 
of them confidence or courage to meet this man in 
public debate, respecting the doctrine of Universal 
Salvation. 

If Mr. M’Calla was perfectly sane, he would 
know, that if he had beaten Mr. Kneeland, in such 
@ way as to do any good, Mr. Kneeland or his 
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friends, or both would acknowledge it; for what 
good does it do to refute one in error, unless he, by 
some means, can find it out? But, if he really be- 
lieves that he has convinced the Universalists of 
Philadelphia, that the doctrine of endless punish- 
ment is a doctrine of Divine revelation, if he had 
his reason, would he not know that there is no need 
of any further public dispute, but that to publish 
these convincing arguments, which have settled the 
great question in Philadelphia, would silence Uni- 
versalism where ever they should be read? But he 
wishes to dispute with me on some other tenet of 
Universalism ; as if after he had disproved the 
doctrine in the gross, it becomes necessary to refute 
it by taking its items in detail ! 

But after all, if Ihave not judged correctly, and 
Mr. M’Calla is just what be thinks he is; and if the 
Parson Doctors, to whom he refers are in earnest 
and acting understandingly in this matter, then I 
would say, let them accompany thei: champion to 
Boston, and stand by him while he shall publicly re- 
fute the doctrine of God’s universal, impartial 
goodness, and prove that the God of all grace is un- 
mercifully cruel, and I will engage, when all this is 
done, to give up my hope in Divine merey, and 
join these Parson Divines in the doctrine of despair. 
But before this, I promise to use my feeble powers 
to the utmost in detence of the gospel. 

HOSEA BALLOU, 
eS 
WRONG REPRESENTATIONS OF GOD'S 
CHARACTER. 

It must be a cause of sincere regret to every re- 
flecting person who has thought of the subject, to 
see the effect which the wrong representations of 
the divine character have produced in the world. 
Such reflections upon God, instead of consoling the 
christian and giving him. confidence, have excited 
no emotions in his heart but those of fear and sor- 
row. The Psalmist says, “ according to thy name, 
O God, so is thy praise unto the ends of the earth.” 
The truth of this remark is apparent. The praises 
which men offer up to God are regulated by their 
views of his character. If they behold in him an 
enemy, infinite in every attribute, whose glory is 
inaintained by the eternal torment of his creatures, 
they never will feel as did the Psalmist when he 
exclaimed, “ O! that men would praise the Lord for 
his goodness, and for his wonderful works to the 
children of men.” Perhaps there is nothing which 
will enable us so clearly to see the injustice of the 
representations which men have given the divine 
character, as a notice of the striking resemblance 
there is between God and his adversary the devil, 
according to the delineations of their characters as 
given by clergymen of the Calvinistic order. It 
should not be forgotten that these men have always 
set forth the devil as a being who should be umver- 
sally abhorred. They have found almost constant 
employment in arraying him in attributes terrific 
and dreadful. Hence we should expect that their 
representations of the character of God, would be # 
perfect contrast to those of him whom they style his 
adversary. But unhappily for them and their de 
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ceived followers, they have represented them so 
like each other, that were it not for the use of 
names, we should not know whether they meant us 
to apply some of their representations to God or 
the devil. And we believe that if we were left to 
ourselves to dispose of their descriptions of charac- 
ters, we should sometimes, without suspecting they 
would do otherwise, apply that character to the devil 
which they meant for the Supreme. 

It would be a work of too much time for me to 
notice all those doctrines im which the similarity of 
which I have spoken is seen, but to illustrate and 


prove my remarks, I will briefly notice a few of 


them. It has all along been held up as the design 
of the devil to get as many people as possible into 
hell. This is his constant employment. Sinners 
have been warned to beware and flee from him lest 
he should succeed in getting them there. Now it 
has been said of God, that he has done much toward 
this work. He has undertaken it, but with this dif- 
ference from his adversary, it is without any uncer- 
tainty of success. Infinite wisdom and power have 
been exercised to plan and carry into execution a 
decree, which consigns to eternal wo the greater 
part of mankind. And there is one view of this sub- 
ject in which God has been represented as worse 
than the devil. For the devil is dishonored by what 
he does, whereas, it is said, God is of such a nature 
as to be glorified by such work, and when his saints 
become perfectly Godlike, they will look down 
upon the misery of the damned with perfect calm- 
ness and undisturbed joy. 

It has also been said of the devil that he places 
temptations in the view of people to allure them 
into his snares. This is no more than we should 
expect, if what has been already said of him, be 
true. And we should expect something correspond- 
ent on the other side, if what has been said of God, 
he true. And we find it. Not temptation however, 
but something much more effectual. It has been 
said, that by God’s decree, we are all born with a 
nature totally depraved, merely to have which is an 
infinite sin, which entirely supercedes the necessity 
of temptation, for with this men pant for sin, as the 
hart panteth for the waterbrook.—Thus we see, as 
(iod’s decree is unchangeable, so the means by 
which it is executed are infallible, and in this way, 
all things go on in dreadful ordet to hurry man to 
his appointed end. 

Alas! that things so should be. O my heavenly 
Father! give men right views of thy character, 
that they may worship Thee in spirit and truth. 

Ibid. 
—>—- 
BOTTLE AND TONGS. 

It is related that a young lady in company where 
a gentleman used, as expletives, profane language, 
wrote his conversation, and introduced the woids 
“bottle and tongs,” as a substitute for the gentle- 
man’s profane words, and requested him to read it, 
which shocked him to that degree that he no long- 
er indulged in his profanity. Reading the article 
copied in this Number from the Magazine, brought 
the above-mentioned Anecdote to our recollection ; 
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and we shali be highly gratified, if the word Parson, 
has the good effect which was produced by the 
words “ bottle and tongs !” 
—>—— 
PARSON M’CALLA AGAIN. 

Dr. Ezra Stiles Ely, has published in the Frank- 
lin Gazette, that the assertion of his written sanc- 
tion being given to Mr. M’Calla, as contained in the 
letter to Mr. Ballou, is “ an absolute and infamous 
lie.” He also gives his opinion, tiat Mr. M’Calla 
never wrote the letters to Mr. Mitchell of this city, 
and to Mr. Ballou of Boston. 

Quere. Where is Mr. M’Calia all this time? If 
he never wrote the letters, and some designing per- 
son has forged his name, why does he not come 
forward and say so? It would be very much to Mr, 
M’Calla’s credit, to be well clear of the reputation 
of inditing such letters. 

—~—- 
FOR THE GOSPEL HERALD. 

The fleeting months, the rolling year, 

But bears us to our doom ; 
The nights advance, the days appear 

To call us to our home. 
The Spring's bedeck’d with opening flowers ; 

The Summer's gaucy pride ; 
The richest fruit that Autumn pours 

In all her plenteous tide ;— 


The shiv'ring blast of Winter's wind, 
The tempest, hail, and snow, 

Are lessons to the attentive mind, 
How fleeting’s all below! 


Fix'd then on realms of brighter bliss, 
Let all our wishes rise ; 
And while we dweil in worlds like this, 
Seek those beyond the skies. 
—>— 


SELECTED. 
ON A WATCH. 
Could but our tempers move like this machine, 
Not urged by passion, nor delay'd by spleen, 
And we by heavea’s regulating power, 
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By virtuous acts distinguish every hour, 

Then health and joy would follow as they ought, 

The laws of motion and the rules of thought, 

Sweet health to pass the present moments o'er, 

And everlasting joy when time shall be no more. 
—>— 


DEFERRED ARTICLES. 

Seven new Universalist Societies have lately been organ- 
ized in the State of Maine. Namely, one in each of the 
following towns—Readfield, New-Sharon, Freeman, Can- 
ton, Livermore, Strong, and Union. A Society has also 
been formed in Swanzey, (N. H.) 

The new Church in Hartford, (Con.) was dedicated, &c. 
August 18th. 

The Franklin Assteciation of Universalists, will meet at 
Bernardstown, (Mass.) on the third Wednesday in October 
next. 

The Western Association met at Madison, June 2d. 

—~<_— 
iF The Conditions of this Paper are $1 PAID IN AD 


VANCE. Persons living in distant towns, if they will ap» 
point ae agent, by forwarding $5, he can receive 6 papers ; 
and in the same ratio for a greater number. 
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